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Abstract. The autonomous driving field has seen remarkable advance-
ments in various topics, such as object recognition, trajectory prediction,
and motion planning. However, current approaches face limitations in
effectively comprehending the complex evolutions of driving scenes over
time. This paper proposes FM4SU, a novel methodology for training a
symbolic foundation model (FM) for scene understanding in autonomous
driving. It leverages knowledge graphs (KGs) to capture sensory obser-
vation along with domain knowledge such as road topology, traffic rules,
or complex interactions between traffic participants. A bird’s eye view
(BEV) symbolic representation is extracted from the KG for each driv-
ing scene, including the spatio-temporal information among the objects
across the scenes. The BEV representation is serialized into a sequence
of tokens and given to pre-trained language models (PLMs) for learn-
ing an inherent understanding of the co-occurrence among driving scene
elements and generating predictions on the next scenes. We conducted
a number of experiments using the nuScenes dataset and KG in various
scenarios. The results demonstrate that fine-tuned models achieve signif-
icantly higher accuracy in all tasks. The fine-tuned T5 model achieved
a next scene prediction accuracy of 86.7%. This paper concludes that
FM4SU offers a promising foundation for developing more comprehen-
sive models for scene understanding in autonomous driving.

Keywords: Foundation Model · Pre-trained Language Model · Scene
Understanding · Autonomous Driving

1 Introduction

Multi-modal foundation models are receiving increasing attention in autonomous
driving for their ability to perform tasks such as object detection, prediction of
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Fig. 1: Motivation – An exemplary driving scene illustrating how FM4SU is able to
enrich scene understanding. By learning spatio-temporal patterns within and across di-
verse driving scenarios, FM4SU can infer missing information (e.g. pedestrian crossing).
This enables more informed and consequently safer decision-making for the vehicle.

future trajectories, and scene understanding [10]. Scene understanding in the
context of autonomous driving refers to the ability of an autonomous car to per-
ceive its surroundings, interpret the perceived information, and make informed
decisions based on that interpretation [11]. Figure 1 exemplifies the potential of
employing scene understanding derived from sensory data and coupled with a
specifically trained foundation models (FMs) to enhance safety in autonomous
driving. The inclusion of additional contextual information, even if it’s merely
predicted by the FMs, is crucial for an autonomous vehicle to act appropriately.

Learning an exhaustive and easily reusable FMs for scene understanding in
autonomous driving poses significant challenges. These complexities stem mainly
from the diversity of sensor technologies, such as video and radar, varying ranges
and resolutions, as well as sensor deployments (e.g., mounting positions) on ve-
hicles. Consequently, the development and evaluation of a truly large FM from
diverse datasets (e.g., nuScenes [2]) becomes a very challenging task. To ad-
dress these shortcomings, we advocate a novel ontology-based symbolic scene
representation as input for learning the foundation model. This supports the
integration of heterogeneous autonomous driving datasets into a uniform and
compact driving scene representation [12], and thus, facilitates the training of a
truly large FM. The advantages of using a symbolic representation are manifold.
First, it provides a rich structure and semantics, well suited to incorporate addi-
tional domain knowledge via explicit relationships. Second, it allows experts to
easily validate the model and use it for the explainability of predictions. Third,
it enables further predicting and validation of the results based on the axioms
defined in the ontology. Finally, such a high-level scene representation aids in in-
tegrating the model-based predictions into diverse downstream tasks (e.g., object
detection, semantic segmentation, trajectory prediction) [12].
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Fig. 2: The Learning Pipeline - comprises four main phases: 1) Perception - cap-
tures the information from the environment using various sensors; 2) Knowledge Graph
Representation - structures information in the form of entities and relations including
rich semantics and domain knowledge; 3) Bird-Eye-View Representation - extracts and
transforms information in a matrix representation; and 4) Scene Learning - learns scene
evolution based on the co-occurring elements.

We evaluate our approach on the basis of a real-world autonomous driving
dataset, nuScenes [2], and investigate to what extent the trained FM is able
to predict masked entities in the scene and a complete next scene. Figure 2
illustrates our learning pipeline. In the first step, we transform the driving scenes
(all relevant information extracted by standard object detection and semantic
segmentation algorithms) into a knowledge graph (KG). The KG captures the
spatio-temporal relations in and across the scenes and the detected entities (both
static and dynamic). Based on these semantically enriched scene representations,
we extract for each scene a symbolic representation from a Bird’s Eye View
(BEV) around the Ego Vehicle (EV). These ontology-based scene representations
are then used for the training of a large transformer model. Inspired by the recent
breakthroughs in large language models (LLMs), we use attention mechanisms
to train a large model to understand realistic driving scenes and their spatio-
temporal evolution enfolding in the subsequent scene.

We evaluate to what extent large transformer models are able to learn re-
alistic driving scenes and generate predictions on the next scene. Further, we
investigate different approaches, including fine-tuning existing large models and
different model sizes. The main contributions of our work are shown as follows:

– A new methodology for learning a foundation model for scene understanding
based on an ontology-based symbolic scene representation. The proposed
approach enables easy integration of diverse datasets (different sources, with
different sensor modalities, ...) and facilitates the training large FMs.

– We conducted a number of experiments to evaluate to what extent large
(language) models are capable of understanding driving scenes without ad-
ditional visual modalities, such as RGB images or LiDAR, by predicting
masked areas in a given scene and/or predicting the next scenes.
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– A new dataset and tools5 for the research community to develop and bench-
mark new algorithms for learning a foundation model for scene understand-
ing based on the nuScenes dataset.

2 Related Work

The use of LLMs for addressing tasks representable through language has gar-
nered increasing attention in diverse fields, including autonomous driving [3,29,7,6],
protein 3D structure representation [14], and robot manipulation [25,34]. In the
domain of autonomous driving, LLMs have been employed to tackle challenges
such as motion prediction [35,20], traffic visual question answering [35,22], and
end-to-end autonomous driving [29,22,33]. Additionally, knowledge graphs (KGs)
have been explored as a complementary approach, providing the relationships
between entities in traffic scenarios [12,21]. The subsequent subsections provide
a detailed discussion of scene understanding, FMs, and KGs in the context of
autonomous driving.

2.1 Pre-trained Language Models

PLMs are an early attempt to extract semantic meaning from natural language.
ELMo [17] aims to capture context-aware word representations by first pre-
training a bidirectional LSTM (biLSTM) network and then fine-tuning the biL-
STM network according to specific downstream tasks. Moreover, drawing inspi-
ration from the Transformer architecture [24] and incorporating self-attention
mechanisms, BERT [8] takes language model pre-training a step further. It ac-
complishes this by conducting bidirectional pre-training exercises on extensive
unlabeled text corpora. These specially crafted pre-training tasks imbue BERT
with contextual understanding, resulting in highly potent word representations.

LLMs become popular as the scaling of PLMs leads to improved performance
on downstream tasks. Many researchers study the performance limits of PLMs
by scaling the size of models and datasets [13], e.g., the comparatively small 1.5B
parameter GPT-2 [18] versus larger 175B GPT-3 [1], 450B Llama [23] and 540B
PaLM [5]. Although these models share a similar structure, the enlarged models
display different behaviors and show surprising abilities compared to previous
works. Considering our available computational resources and the level of open-
source accessibility, we opt for the Text-to-Text Transfer Transformer [19] (T5) as
a pre-trained language model to build a KG-based FM for scene understanding.

2.2 Scene Understanding in Autonomous Driving

Scene understanding is a critical aspect of autonomous driving, enabling vehi-
cles to perceive and interpret their surroundings for safe and efficient navigation.
Recent advancements in autonomous driving models [4,32] leverage multi-modal
5 See here: https://github.com/boschresearch/fm4su

https://github.com/boschresearch/fm4su
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inputs, including RGB images, LiDAR, and BEV representations. RGB images
provide detailed visual context, LiDAR offers precise depth information, and
BEV representations integrate these inputs into a structured spatial view, fa-
cilitating better scene interpretation. LLMs have emerged as promising tools to
address these challenges by incorporating contextual predicting and improving
interpretability. For instance, models like PlanAgent [30] employ hierarchical
predicting with BEV inputs to generate interpretable motion commands, while
DriveMLM [26] integrates multi-view image data and LiDAR point clouds to
produce high-level planning decisions. However, due to the inherent complex-
ity of driving scenarios, LLMs sometimes struggle to fully understand intricate
environments. Additionally, these approaches face limitations such as slow pre-
diction speeds caused by iterative processes [28] and the lack of diverse, realistic
datasets for robust evaluation [9].

2.3 Foundation Models in Autonomous Driving

With the development of LLMs and FMs, more research attention is being
paid to integrating the common sense knowledge existing in FMs in the field
of autonomous driving. Tian et al. [22] tokenizes multi-view videos, HD-maps,
and symbolic representations of objects, enabling better utilization of LLM’s
generalization capabilities to enhance autonomous vehicle planning in long-tail
scenarios. Zhou et al. [35] propose an Embodied Language Model (ELM), a
comprehensive framework tailored for agents’ understanding of driving scenes
with large spatial and temporal spans. DriveGPT4 [29] processes multi-frame
video inputs alongside textual queries to predict low-level vehicle control signals
and generate textual explanations in response. We observe a growing research
trend in tokenizing multi-modal inputs—such as video, LiDAR data, and tex-
tual queries—and employing visual question answering in traffic scenes. In such
a way, the knowledge embedded in pre-trained FMs is utilized to enhance the
generalization capability of autonomous driving pipelines. In this work, we aim
to investigate the spatial and temporal scene understanding ability of LLMs in
autonomous driving, excluding additional visual modalities such as videos and
LiDAR. This approach enables a clearer assessment of the benefits of incorpo-
rating LLMs’ knowledge in traffic scene analysis.

2.4 Knowledge Graphs in Autonomous Driving

KGs are getting more traction on their potential usage for different tasks in
autonomous driving [15,31]. The nuSceneKG [16] is a KG that models all scene
participants and road elements explicitly, as well as their semantic and spatial re-
lationships. Based on that, SemanticFormer [21] predicts multimodal trajectories
by predicting over a semantic traffic scene graph using a hybrid approach. Social-
Former [27] performs an agent interaction-aware trajectory prediction method
that leverages the semantic relationship between the target vehicle and surround-
ing vehicles by making use of the road topology. In this paper, we build our sym-
bolic BEV representation dataset for scene understanding from the nuSceneKG.
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Fig. 3: nuScenes Knowledge Graph - a comprehensive representation of sensory
data using ontological concepts with a strong focus on scene understanding. Scene
objects O are categorized based on different levels of abstraction and characteristics,
such as static and dynamic for fixed and moving objects, respectively.

3 Methodology

3.1 Knowledge Graph Representation

We leverage Knowledge Graphs as a medium to capture, organize and interlink
the knowledge from the domain. It represents the information in form of triples
G = (E,R,E|V ) where each element e ∈ E is an entity, each v ∈ V is a literal,
e.g. number, date or text, and each r ∈ R is a relation between two entities
< e1, r, e2 > or an entity with a value < e, r, v >.

In our approach, we use the nuScenes knowledge graph (nuScenesKG6) [16]
to represent all information of the nuScenes dataset [2]. The nuScenes dataset is
one of the large-scale datasets for autonomous driving, comprising 1,000 driving
sequences, each 20 seconds long, from Boston and Singapore.

The Ontology-(TBox) is structured in two main modules: 1-Agent: encom-
passing taxonomies of traffic participants: Vehicle (e.g., Car, Bus), Human (e.g.,
Adult, Child), relations capturing their state and location; and 2-Map: Road
topology including its Segments, Lanes, Lane_Snippets and Lane_Slices. The
expressivity level is SROIQ(D). Overall, it comprises 42 classes, 10 object prop-
erties, and 24 datatype properties. Among them, Scene is a key class, denoted
as tuple ST = (B,C, T, P ), where B - denotes its state, C - the relations to
the predecessor and successor scene, respectively, T - denotes the specific time
point at which the scene is captured and P - its participants including their
geo-spatial relations. Figure 3 shows a small excerpt of the ontology depicting
the core concepts and their relations.

6 The ontology and the KG are available at https://zenodo.org/records/10074393.

https://zenodo.org/records/10074393
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Fig. 4: (a) A matrix of cells with scene objects is extracted from the driving scenes KG.
(b) The matrices extracted from the scenes at time steps T and T + 1 are converted
into serialized sequences of tokens. The language model is trained using either (c) scene
object prediction or (d) next scene prediction.

Conversely, the KG-(ABox) persists instances and their respective states over
time. Ontological axioms (transitivity, reflexivity and equivalence) enable the
reasoning process to make many relations explicit, including the temporal evo-
lution of scenes, participants, and scenery information. We perform additional
operations to establish hierarchical relations between Lanes, Lane_Snippets and
Lane_Slices. Further, we compute connections between agents (lateral, longi-
tudinal) and their geo-spatial projection to the map topology at specific time
points. The KG comprises over 43 million triples in total, capturing the states
and interlinks of static and dynamic entities over time.

3.2 BEV Symbolic Scene Representation

The foundation model training is performed using a BEV-based scene repre-
sentation extracted from the KG representation. As shown in Figure 4a, the
geo-spatial area around the EV is represented as an area matrix AT for each
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(a) A Driving Scene (b) Matrix Representation

Fig. 5: (a) A nuScenes visualization of a traffic scene using top-down LiDAR data,
representing different entities with distinct colors. (b) A BEV representation of map
concepts, including lanes, sidewalks, etc., is depicted as polygons. A 20×11 area matrix
A to illustrate the scene range in our setup. The pinpoint indicates the EV’s location.

.

driving Scene ST . The area matrix can be denoted as follows:

AT =


cTn1 cTn2 ... cTnm
... ... ... ...
cT21 cT22 ... cT2m
cT11 cT12 ... cT1m

 , (1)

where the dimensions of AT is n×m and each matrix cell cTij ,∀i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n},
∀j ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,m} represent a geographical area of height h and width w. The
height and width of each cell define the resolution of the matrix, whereas the
number of rows and columns define the overall size or area of the scene. The
exact area of cell cTij is defined by the coordinates (aijmin, b

ij
min) and (aijmax, b

ij
max),

which are the positions of diagonally opposite corners of the cell, respectively.
As depicted in Fig 5b, the geographic area of AT covers the area ahead, behind,
and on both sides of the EV and adopts the orientation of the EV.

Each cell cTij comprises a set of scene objects O = {o1, o2, ..., on} that occur
within the specific location according to scene representation in the KG. Every
object ok has a geo-location, which is represented by its coordinates (ak, bk). An
object belongs to a cell cTij when the object coordinates are located within the
cell area. We can formally define this as follows:

ok ∈ cTij ⇔ aijmin ≤ ak ≤ aijmax and bijmin ≤ bk ≤ bijmax. (2)

As such, the BEV scene representation captures the relative position of the scene
objects to the EV and each other in the area matrix. Every scene object ok has an
object type ek. The object types E = {e1, e2, ..., en} are defined in the ontology
and can be referred to by their unique text labels L = {l1, l2, ..., ln} respectively.
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For the extraction of the scene objects from the KG, we utilize geo-SPARQL
queries to fetch the respective objects based on their geo-location.

3.3 Serialization

As Figure 4b shows, the BEV scene representation, where each cell in the matrix
cTij contains the scene objects {o1, ..., on} occurring in the corresponding area, is
serialized to a string of tokens.

The serialization method converts two subsequent scenes, ST and ST+1, into
a sequence of tokens. Our approach processes the area matrix AT in row-major
order, starting from cT11 to cTnm, and then concatenates it with the row-major
order of area matrix AT+1, starting from cT+1

11 to cT+1
nm .We use the type label lk

of each object ok occurring in the cell for the encoding.
At the start of the encoding, <country>, <dist>, and <orientation_diff>

tokens are used to indicate that the following token is the country where the EV
drives, the traveled distance between scenes ST and ST+1, measured in meters,
as well as the orientation difference of the EV between the scenes ST and ST+1),
measured in degrees. An example is illustrated here,

“<country> US <dist> 4.8 <orientation_diff> 0 <scene_start> lane
<col_sep> lane <concept_sep> car <col_sep> pedestrian crossing
<col_sep> walkway ... <row_sep> ... <col_sep> intersection <col_sep>
turn stop area <col_sep> ...”,

where <col_sep> and <row_sep> serve as positional delimiters, separating the
columns and rows of the matrix in order to preserve the geo-spatial structure of
the scene. <concept_sep> separates different scene objects within a cell.

3.4 Scene Learning

Here, we present two tasks designed to train the FMs for scene comprehension,
namely mask prediction and next scene prediction (cf. Figure 4c).

Scene Object Prediction The text input formed by a serialized sequence of
tokens is randomly masked. An example can be seen as follows,

“<country> US <dist> 4.8 <orientation_diff> 0 <scene_start> lane
<col_sep> lane <concept_sep> car <col_sep> <M1> <col_sep> walk-
way ... <row_sep> ... <col_sep> <M2> <col_sep> turn stop area
<col_sep> ...”,

where <M1> and <M2> are the unique sentinel token used to corrupt the
text input. The objective is to predict the dropped-out spans, delimited by the
sentinel tokens used to replace them in the input plus a final sentinel token
<M3>, as shown below,

“<M1> pedestrian crossing <M2> intersection <M3>”.



10 H. Zhou et al.

W
alk

way

In
ter

sec
tio

n

Pe
de

str
ian

Cro
ssi

ng

Tu
rn

sto
p

ar
ea

Car
pa

rk
ar

ea

Tr
affi

c lig
ht

sto
p

ar
ea

Pe
d.

Cro
ss.

sto
p

ar
ea

St
op

sig
n

ar
ea

Ego
ca

r
Car

Bar
rie

r

Tr
affi

c co
ne
Adu

lt

Pus
ha

ble
pu

lla
ble

Tr
uc

k

Con
str

uc
tio

n
wor

ke
r

Bicy
cle

M
ot

or
cy

cle

Bus
rig

id

Tr
ail

er

Emerg
en

cy
po

lic
e

Con
str

uc
tio

n
ve

hic
le

Bicy
cle

ra
ck

Chil
d

Deb
ris

Po
lic

e offi
ce

r

Anim
al

St
ro

lle
r

0

2

4

6

·104

61
,8
79

51
,2
85

22
,4
48

16
,6
84

14
,5
75

13
,6
18

9,
33
7

3,
61
5

3,
00
6

2,
78
0

2,
07
3

1,
53
6

1,
12
2

53
6

32
3

12
6

10
2

87 66 43 30 23 13 9 8 8 5 3

O
cc

ur
re

nc
es

Occurrences
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Next Scene Prediction Instead of randomly replacing tokens in the sequence
with the sentinel token, all tokens representing map concepts and entities in the
next scene T + 1 are masked. Similar to the previously defined mask prediction
task, the learning objective is to predict all these map concepts and entities in
the next scene T + 1, delimited by the sentinel tokens.

Learning Loss We use cross-entropy loss to maximize the probability of cor-
rectly predicting ground truth tokens at their respective positions. Specifically,
the loss function is defined as follows:

L = −
∑
i

yi log(ŷi), (3)

where yi is the one-hot encoded ground truth label for i-th token while ŷi is the
predicted probability for i-th token.

4 Experiments

4.1 Dataset and Data Augmentation

The BEV symbolic scene representations extracted from the nuScenesKG form
the backbone of our training dataset. It encompasses approximately 30,000 driv-
ing scenes. To prevent data leakage, we divide these driving scenes into train-
ing(80%), validation(10%), and testing datasets(10%). The occurrence of scene
objects can be seen in Figure 6. As the figure illustrates, the majority of scene
objects are static objects like walkways, intersections, and pedestrian crossings.

A random re-mask strategy is employed for data augmentation, i.e., randomly
masking tokens within the training data and reassigning them to different areas
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(cells) in each scene upon the completion of every epoch. This method ensures
that the model is continuously exposed to varying prediction scenarios, thereby
enhancing its learning and predictive capabilities for diverse driving scenes.

4.2 Experiment Setting

Language Backbone We utilize T5, an encoder-decoder language model, to
frame language tasks as text-to-text generation problems. T5 is available in
various sizes: T5-small, T5-base, T5-large, T5-3B, and T5-11B. Our experiments
primarily focus on the T5-base model, with additional experiments conducted
using T5-small and T5-large to evaluate the impact of model size on performance.
Additionally, we include the randomly initialized T5-base model for comparison.

Scene Range In our experiments, the range of the BEV symbolic representation
extends 30 m in front of the ego vehicle, 10 m behind it, and 12 m to each side.
We intentionally give more focus on the space in front of the car as this has a
higher relevance for the actions to be taken. In total, each scene we consider has
a height of 40 m and a width of 24 m.

Number of Areas in Matrix The length of the input sequence depends on
the resolution of the area matrix (i.e., cell width w and length l, and dimensions
n ×m of A): higher resolutions result in more tokens for the model to process.
The pre-trained T5 model can handle sequences of up to 4096 tokens without a
significant performance drop. In our setup, we use a matrix dimension of 20×11,
where each cell represents an area of 2 m × 2 m = 4 m2. Additionally, for ablation
studies, we use a lower-dimension matrix of 8 × 5, where each cell corresponds
then to an area of 5 m × 5 m = 25 m2.

Number of Masked Areas The ratio of mask tokens over all tokens during
training is important for the learning efficiency of the model. For the masked
prediction task, we randomly mask three cells in the current scene and three
cells in the next scene. For the next scene prediction tasks, there is no masking
for the current scene, and the entire next scene is masked. Note that we only
mask 14× 7 = 98 central cells. There are two main reasons for that: 1) T5 only
supports 100 masking tokens, and increasing the number of predictions would
cause a performance drop of T5. 2) It is difficult for the model to predict new
incoming objects in the next scene. We replace the margin of the matrix with
the empty token <empty> and thus ease the above-mentioned issue.

Training Details We fine-tune all T5 models using the AdamW optimizer
with a learning rate of 0.0001, following a linear schedule without warm up
steps. The batch size equals 4. Training for the T5-base model is conducted on
a single Nvidia A100 GPU with 80 GB of memory, whereas the T5-large model
is trained on a single Nvidia H200 GPU with 141 GB of memory.
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Table 1: The accuracy, precision, recall, and F1 score for the scene object prediction
task. Llama3.1 and ChatGPT are tested in the zero-shot setting. We use the ChatGPT
version ‘2024-02-15-preview’.

Experiments Accuracy Precision Recall F1

Exp. 1 - FM4SU(ours) 0.887 0.866 0.744 0.786
Exp. 2 - Llama3.1 (8B) 0.182 0.074 0.069 0.081
Exp. 2.1 - Llama3.1 (70B) 0.224 0.085 0.077 0.068
Exp. 3 - ChatGPT3.5 0.353 0.181 0.123 0.141
Exp. 3.1 - ChatGPT4o 0.412 0.167 0.175 0.161

Exp. 1.1 - w/o pre-training no dropout 0.374 - - -
Exp. 1.2 - w/o pre-training dropout rate 0.2 0.327 - - -
Exp. 1.3 - w/o pre-training dropout rate 0.4 0.353 - - -

4.3 Evaluation Metric

Accuracy, precision, recall, and F1 are computed to evaluate the performance of
our proposed model. For the autonomous driving task, it is less risky to predict
false positives than to predict false negatives. Predicting a car where none exists
may lead to unnecessary avoidance, but failing to predict a car when one is
present poses a much higher risk of collision. Hence, recall is a more critical
metric for evaluation. All metrics presented in the following sections reflect the
performance on the test data.

4.4 Results

Scene Object Prediction To evaluate the spatial understanding ability of
LLMs, we conduct the scene object prediction task. As Table 1 demonstrates,
the baseline that fine-tunes the pre-trained LLM achieves good performance on
the object prediction task. The overall test accuracy reaches 88.7%. Compared to
other LLMs such as LLaMA and ChatGPT, which are widely utilized for scene
understanding in autonomous driving, our model demonstrates significantly im-
proved performance. Experiment 1.1 shows that without the implicit knowledge
from a pre-trained LLM, the prediction performance drops significantly from
88.7% to 37.4%. Figure 7 depicts the training/validation loss and validation ac-
curacy. Experiment 1.2 and 1.3 show that using drop-out to prevent overfitting
does not improve the performance either.

Next Scene Prediction We further conduct next scene prediction experiments
to evaluate the spatio-temporal understanding ability of pre-trained LLMs in
the driving scenarios. In our setting, the next scene prediction task aims to
predict all scene objects in the next scene instead of just a few. Hence, this task
is more difficult than the previous tasks. As Table 2 demonstrates, the Exp. 4
baseline, which is further fine-tuned in next scene prediction with the checkpoint
in Exp. 1, achieves an overall 86.7% accuracy in the next scene prediction task.
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Fig. 7: The losses and accuracy of scene object prediction are reported for Experiment
2, conducted without a dropout strategy, as well as Experiments 3 and 4, which utilized
dropout rates of 0.2 and 0.4, respectively.

Compared to the object prediction in Exp. 1, the precision, recall, and F1 score
decrease, while the accuracy slightly drops. One potential reason for having
high accuracy while low precision, recall, and F1 is that the model predicts the
dominant class more frequently, achieving high accuracy but performing poorly
on less frequent or minority classes. To further investigate this, we divide the
scene objects into two categories, namely dynamic objects and static objects,
and evaluate on these two categories. Dynamic objects refer to moving objects
on the road, such as cars, motorcycles, and pedestrians, which are relatively
rare in the scene. In contrast, static objects are immovable features like lanes,
walkways, and pedestrian crossings, which constitute the majority of the scene.
As Figure 8a and 8b shown, the performance of dynamic object prediction in
the next scene prediction drops significantly when compared to the scene object
prediction task. These results do not surprise, as spatio-temporal relations of
dynamic objects are much harder to learn compared to static objects.

We also investigate if the pre-training of scene object prediction could im-
prove the performance of the next scene prediction. We conduct Exp. 4.1, i.e.
fine-tuning on the T5-base checkpoint instead of the checkpoint from Exp. 1.
Comparing Exp. 4 and Exp. 4.1 in Table 2, the performance does not vary sig-
nificantly. However, as shown in Figure 9, pre-training on scene object prediction
achieves much better performance at the beginning, indicating that spatial prior
knowledge from scenes leads to in a faster learning process.

Additional metadata also plays an important role in temporal scene under-
standing performance. Experiment 4.2 is conducted by removing all metadata,
including country information, as well as the EV’s displacement and orientation
shift between consecutive scenes. As Table 2 shows, without these additional
metadata, the prediction accuracy, precision, recall, and F1 score drops from
86.7%, 61.8%, 59.4%, 60.3% to 82.4%, 59.0%, 55.1%, 56.8%, respectively. The
results confirm our intuition, namely that country information is critical due to
differences in driving orientation (right-hand drive vs. left-hand drive), and the
ego vehicle’s displacement and orientation shift are essential for understanding
the relative movement of the surrounding environment.



14 H. Zhou et al.

Table 2: The Accuracy, Training loss, Precision, Recall, and F1 Score for the Task of
Next Scene Prediction.

Experiments Accuracy Precision Recall F1

Exp. 4 - FM4SU (Next Scene Prediction) 0.867 0.618 0.594 0.603
Exp. 4.1 - w/o Scene Object Prediction Training 0.865 0.622 0.598 0.608
Exp. 4.2 - w/o Additional Metadata 0.824 0.590 0.551 0.568
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Fig. 8: The precision, recall, and F1 score for dynamic/static objects of the scene object
prediction (Exp. 1) as well as the next scene prediction task (Exp. 4.1, 4.2, and 4.3).
The number of dunamic and static object are 9374 and 371271, respectively.

4.5 Ablation Study

Scene Resolution We conduct experiments with different scene resolutions
for scene object detection tasks. Table 3 demonstrates the baseline with scene
resolution 20 × 11 performs significantly better compared to resolution 8 × 5.
This shows that the higher granularity of information helps the LLM to reach a
higher prediction accuracy. Due to their lower resolution, larger cells encompass
more scene objects and thus increase the complexity of the prediction task.

Model Size To examine whether model size influences the performance of the
scene prediction task, we conducted experiments using language backbones of
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Fig. 9: The training, validation loss and validation accuracy of the next scene prediction
task for each Experiment 4, 4.1, 4.2.

Table 3: The scene object prediction accuracy with different scene resolution. Experi-
ment 1 and 1.4 are trained with a scene resolution of 20× 11 and 8× 5, respectively.

Experiments Accuracy

Exp. 1 - Baseline (Scene Resolution 20× 11) 0.887
Exp. 1.4 - Scene Resolution 8× 5 0.396

Table 4: The next scene prediction accuracy with different model sizes. Experiment 4.3,
4, 4.4 are trained with T5-small, T5-base, T5-large language backbones, respectively.

Experiments Accuracy

Exp. 4.3 - with T5-small Backbone 0.770
Exp. 4 - Baseline (with T5-base Backbone) 0.867
Exp. 4.4 - with T5-large Backbone 0.861

varying sizes, specifically T5-small, T5-base, and T5-large. Table 4 shows larger
models generally demonstrate better performance. However, given the marginal
difference in performance between T5-large and T5-base, we primarily use T5-
base for most experiments, as it is more resource-efficient in terms of GPU usage.

5 Conclusion and Future Work

This paper introduced FM4SU, a novel approach for training a FM for scene un-
derstanding in autonomous driving. The objective is to overcome the limitations
of current methods in comprehending the complex the spatio-temporal evolu-
tion of scenery information. The methodology utilizes KGs to capture sensory
observations and domain knowledge, as well as a novel BEV symbolic represen-
tation of each scene extracted from KG. This BEV scene representation includes
the spatio-temporal information among the objects across the scenes. Next, this
representation is serialized into a sequence of tokens and given to pre-trained lan-
guage models for learning an inherent understanding of the co-occurrence among
scene elements and generating predictions on the next scenes. FM4SU is evalu-
ated using the T5 model and demonstrates superior performance in both scene
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object prediction and next scene prediction task, with an accuracy of 88.7% and
86.7%, respectively. Based on our results, we conclude that FM4SU provides a
promising framework for developing larger and more exhaustive FMs for scene
understanding, and opens avenues for future exploration and downstream tasks
in the context of autonomous driving. Further, as a part of our contribution,
we have released the BEV scene representation dataset for the nuScenesKG as
well as the source code for the extraction and training in order to invite the re-
search community to develop and benchmark new algorithms and FMs for scene
understanding based on the nuScenes dataset.

For future work, we strive to integrate into FM4SU other LLMs and perform a
wide range of investigations on the performance and scalability aspects. Further,
our aim is to assess its performance on other downstream tasks, for example, 3D
object detection and trajectory prediction with by incorporating the acquired
scene understanding.
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